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! Ln.ted Statgs
officials in Moscow continued
vesterday to refuse all comment
on the Los Angeles. Times
report that staff in the embassy
had b2en given a secret briefing
cn Friday “about the hazards of
radiation {rom Russnan sur-
veillance beams. ™

According to the report the
US Ambassador to Moscow, Mr
Walter Stoeszel, lold his staff
that two *“beams™ had bdeen
detected by the embassy’s anti-
Yugging equipment, and that
the radxaho'x Tisks were grea-
test to pregnant wives of staff
members. with ultimate risks of
leukaemia angd other illnesses,
including cataracts. skin cancer,
and *“emotional disturbances.”
So far, the Russian authorities

have made no pubhc menuon‘

of the report.

© Although the assump.mn has.

so far been that the sur-
veillance ** beams™ are in some
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way connccted \slth the dxrect
buggmz of embassy conversa-
tions or communications, it
seems much more likely ‘that
they are concerned with detect-
ing the embassy’s own anti-bug-

- ging activities, and monitoring

both the movement and loca-
tion ‘of equipment and people
within the building, as-well as
the
devices.

If the US reports are
accurate the *“ beams® could be
ultrasonic, highfrequency
radar, or even neutrons — for
these particles might be used
to provide a crude “ X-ray” of
a building — although the best
bet of all seems to be short-
wave radio designed to confuse
US anti-bugging detectors.

It is anybody's guess to what
the .-. “leak™ from
Moscow to the US press WS
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d-mgmd merely as a \vay “of
letting the Russian authorities
know that the US embassy was
on to them, but if the “beams™
turn out to be radio, the
hazards. — to say the least —
have been somewhat overstated.

While there is powerful evi-
dence that long exposure to the
hizgh levels of radiation close
to radar equipment..can be
damaging, there is no convine-
ing evidence that exposure to
low-level radio -waves s in any
waVy harmiful.- :

Although te]evxsxon sets pro-

.duce low-level X-radiation as a

by-product of their high voltage
svstems, radio ‘‘radiation"”
waves are not really compar-
able to the radiation from
radio-active substances (such as
radium and uranium) or from
X-ray machines. The American
reports say that the embassy'
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.detectton svstems in, \loscow
o~ Show. that the "beamsl‘ . pro-

duce exposure levels. bglow'
those accepted” in Russian
industry.

.Altbough this suggests fairly
strongly That something other
than radio is involved, aud the
US Embassy in Moscow is said
to. be installing protective
shielding, - it seems very un.
likely that the US authorities
would be unspecific if their
embassy was being subjected to
beams as dargerous s gamma-
Tays or neutrons. B

According to US rcports
however, the US Embassy has
known about the sur\e.llance
since 1974 and. the situat
was discussed with the Russnn
authorities in Moscow by Dr
Kissinger, - a, fortnight ago.
According to agency reports,
the US Department of State has
refused to cc'nment on the sub-
ject. . e,
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